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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

This Office Action has been issued in response to the amendhnent filed on June 
05, 2007. Claims 18-37 are pending, claims 1-17 are cancelled and claims 18-37 are 
new. Applicant's arguments have been carefully and respectfully considered. 



Claim Objections , 

Claims 19-24 are objected to because of the following informalities: The above- 
referenced claims depend from claim 1 however there is no claim 1 in the set of 
resultant claims. For purposes of examination examiner will assume that the correct 
dependence is on claim 18. Appropriate correction is required. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

According to the Interim Guidelines presented in the MPEP 2106.1 

When nonfunctional descriptive material is recorded on some computer-readable 
medium, in a computer or on an electromagnetic carrier signal, it is not statutory since no 
requisite functionality is present to satisfy the practical application requirement. Merely 
claiming nonfunctional descriptive material, i.e., abstract ideas, stored in a computer- 
readable medium, in a computer, on an electromagnetic carrier signal does not make it 
statutory. See Diehr, 450 U.S. at 185-86, 209 USPQ at 8 (noting that the claims for an 
algorithm in Benson were unpatentable as abstract ideas because "[t]he sole practical 
application of the algorithm w^as in connection with the programming of a general 
purpose computer."). Such a result would exalt form over substance. In re Sarkar, 588 
F.2d 1330, 1333, 200 USPQ 132, 137 (CCPA 1978) ("[E]ach invention must be 
evaluated as claimed; yet semantogenic considerations preclude a determination based 
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solely on words appearing in the claims. In the final analysis under § 101, the claimed 
invention, as a whole, must be evaluated for what it is.") (quoted with approval in Abele, 
684 F.2d at 907, 214 USPQ at 687). See also In re Johnson, 589 F.2d 1070, 1077, 200 
USPQ 199, 206 (CCPA 1978) ("form of the claim is often an exercise in drafting"). Thus, 
nonstatutory music is not a computer component and it does not become statutory by 
merely recording it on a compact disk. Protection for this type of work is provided under 
the copyright law. 

Claims 26-30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter. The above-mentioned claims recite a 
computer readable medium. This computer readable medium is defined in applicant's 
specification Page 4 Lines 21-30 as being embodied by data in a modulated data signal, 
such as a carrier wave. Carrier waves do not fall under one of the four categories of 
patentability therefore are not patentable. 



For the following 35 U.S.C rejections refer to MPEP 2106.1 an excerpt of which 
is presented here: 
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I FUNCTIONAL DESCRIPTIVT; MATERIAL: "DATA STRUCTURES " 
REPRESENTING DESCRIPTIVE MATERIAL PER SE OR COMPUTER 
PROGRAMS REPRESENTING COMPUTER USTINGS PER SE 

Data striKUires not claimed as embodied in coitq)uter-readable media are descriptK'e 
material per se and are not statutory because they are not capable of causing fimctional 
change in the computer. See, e.g.. Warmerdam, 33 F.3d at 136L 31 USPQ2d at 1760 
(claim to a data stmcaire per se held nonstatutoiy). Such claimed data structures do not 
define aiy structural and fimctional inteitelatfonsh^DS between the data structure and other 
claimed aspects of the im'ention which permit the data structure's functiotiality to be 
realized. In contrast, a claimed computer-readable medium encoded with a data structure 
defines sti-uctural and fiinctional inteirelationships between the data structure and the 
computer software and hardware components which permit the data structure's 
fimctbnality to be realiasd, and is tlius stanitory. 

Shiilarly, computer programs claimed as coii^uter listings per se, ie., the descriptions or 
expressions of the programs, are not physical *1hings."They are neither coupuier 
coit5)onents nor statutory processes, as they are not "acts" beiiig performed. Such 
claimed computer programs do not define any structural and fimctional interrelationships 
between the conputer program and other claimed elements of a computer which permit 
the conq)uter program's fimctbnalit)' to be realized. In contrast, a claimed coiqjuter- 
readable mediiun encoded with a computer program is a computer element which defines 
structural and fimctional interrelationships between the computer program and the rest of 
the compiuer which pennit the computer program's fimctionality to be realized, and is 
thus statutory. See Lowry, 32 F,3d at 1583-84, 32 USPQ2d at 1035. Accordingly, it is 
important to distinguish claims tliat define descri|;ii\'e material per se fi-om claims that 
define stamtoiy im'entbns. 

Claims 31-37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter. The above-mentioned claims are non-statutory 
because they are software per se; the claims recite a system lacking hardware therefore 
the system is analyzed as non-functional descriptive material. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 
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(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 18-37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Eastep 
(US Patent 5,566.328). 

With respect to independent claim 18, Eastep teaches: 

A computer-implemented method for dynamically resolving a pathname in 
the context of a user, the method comprising: 

Receiving a pathname from a requesting component wherein the pathname 
includes a variable associated with a user context; (Column 6 Lines 18-20, 
discloses receiving a file handle that includes a link ID) 

Identifying the variable in the pathname that is associated with the user 
context; (Column 6 Lines 18-20 and 27-28, discloses that the Link ID is identified to be 
used in resolving the pathname) 

Mapping the variable associated with the user context to a value; (Column 6 
Lines 27-28, discloses that the directory table is searched to find a corresponding value 
to the Link ID) 

Modifying the pathname by including the value in the pathname; (Column 6 
Lines 33-36, discloses that the pathname is appended with the extracted values) 

Resolving the pathname to a handle for an object associated with the 
value; (Column 3 Lines 60-61) 

Returning the handle for the object to the requesting component for access 
to the object. (Column 3 Lines 60-61 , discloses that the new pathname will be used to 
access the file) 



Application/Control Number: 10/630,130 
Art Unit: 2167 



Page 6 



With respect to claim 19, Eastep teaches: 

The value is a value associated with a current user of the requesting 
component. (Column 3 Lines 47-61, discloses that the value related to the Link ID will 
be associated with the file to be accessed and the requestor of the file) 

With respect to claim 20, Eastep teaches: 

The value is a value associated with a location of the requesting 
component within a network. (Column 5 Lines 62-63, discloses that the Link ID is 
associated with the location of the object) 

With respect to claim 21 , Eastep teaches: 

The value is a factor in resolving the pathname to the handle for the object. 

(Column 6 Lines 33-36, discloses that the Link ID is used to access a stored value that 
then will be appended to the pathname to resolve it) 

With respect to claim 22, Eastep teaches: 

The variable associated with the user context includes a prefix that 
indicates that the variable is associated with the user context. (Column 6 Lines 1- 
12, discloses that the Link ID is associated with a stored value related to the stored file) 

With respect to claim 23, Eastep teaches: 
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Modifying the pathname includes replacing the variable associated with the 
user context with the value. (Column 6 Lines 33-36, discloses that the value related to 
the Link ID will be appended to the pathname) 

With respect to claim 24, Eastep teaches: 

Mapping the variable includes accessing an updatable data store and 
mapping the variable to the value associated with the data store. (Column 6 Lines 
27-28, discloses that the Link ID value will be compared against a directory table to 
extract the value to help resolve the pathname) 

With respect to claim 25, Eastep teaches: 

The data store includes a plurality of mappings, wherein each mapping is 
associated with a user, wherein at least one of the mappings is different than the 
other mappings to implicate a different object than the other mappings. (Column 3 
Lines 44-57, discloses that each Link ID will be associated to a unique value stored in 
the directory table) 

With respect to independent claim 26, Eastep teaches: 

A computer-readable storage medium having computer-executable 

instructions for dynamically resolving a pathname in the context of a user, the 

instructions comprising: 
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Receiving a pathname from a requesting component wherein the pathname 
includes a prefix and a variable associated with a user of the requesting 
component; (Column 6 Lines 18-20, discloses receiving a file handle that includes a 
link ID) 

Identifying the variable in the pathname that is associated with the user 
context, wherein the variable is identified from the prefix; (Column 6 Lines 18-20 
and 27-28, discloses that the Link ID is identified to be used in resolving the pathname) 

(Vlapping the variable associated with the user context to a value that 
implicates the current user of the requesting component; (Column 6 Lines 27-28, 
discloses that the directory table is searched to find a corresponding value to the Link 
ID) 

Modifying the pathname by replacing the variable associated with the user 
context with the value; (Column 6 Lines 33-36, discloses that the pathname is 
appended with the extracted values) 

Resolving the pathname to a handle for an object associated with the 
value; and (Column 3 Lines 60-61) 

Returning the handle for the object to the requesting component for access 
to the object. (Column 3 Lines 60-61, discloses that the new pathname will be used to 
access the file) 



With respect to claim 27, Eastep teaches: 
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The value implicates a location of the requesting component with a 
network. (Column 5 Lines 62-63, discloses that the Link ID is associated with the 
location of the object) 

With respect to claim 28, Eastep teaches: 

The value is a factor in resolving the pathname to the handle for the object. 

(Column 6 Lines 33-36, discloses that the Link ID is used to access a stored value that 
then will be appended to the pathname to resolve it) 

With respect to claim 29, Eastep teaches: 

Mapping the variable includes accessing an updatable data store and 
mapping the variable to the value associated with the data store. (Column 6 Lines 
27-28, discloses that the Link ID value will be compared against a directory table to 
extract the value to help resolve the pathname) 

With respect to claim 30, Eastep teaches: 

The data store includes a plurality of mappings, wherein each mapping is 
associated with a user, wherein at least one of the mappings Is different than the 
other mappings to implicate a different object than the other mappings. (Column 3 
Lines 44-57, discloses that each Link ID will be associated to a unique value stored in 
the directory table) 
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With respect to independent claim 31, Eastep teaches: 

A system for dynamically resolving a pathname in the context of a user, the 
system comprising: 

A requesting component associated with a user mode, wherein the 
requesting component is configured to send a pathname, receive an object 
handle, and obtain an object associated with the object handle, wherein the 
pathname includes a variable associated with a user context; (Column 6 Lines 18- 
20, discloses receiving a file handle that includes a link ID) 

A variable identifier component associated with the user mode, wherein the 
variable identifier component is configured to identify the variable associated 
with the user context; (Column 6 Lines 18-20 and 27-28, discloses that the Link ID is 
identified to be used in resolving the pathname) 

A data store component associated with a kernel mode, wherein the data 
store component includes mappings that map the variable associated with the 
user context to a value; and (Column 6 Lines 27-28, discloses that the directory table 
is searched to find a corresponding value to the Link ID) 

A pathname engine component associated with the kernel mode, wherein 
the pathname engine component is configured to receive the pathname from the 
requesting component, request evaluation of the pathname from the variable 
identifier component, receive an identified variable from the variable identifier 
component, access the data store component to receive a value associated with 
the identified variable, obtain a modified pathname that includes the value, 
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(Column 6 Lines 33-36, discloses that the pathname is appended with the extracted 
values) and return an object handle to the requesting component that is based on 
the modified pathname that includes the value. (Column 3 Lines 60-61, discloses 
that the new pathname will be used to access the file) 

With respect to claim 32, Eastep teaches: 

The value is a value associated with a current user of the requesting 
component. (Column 3 Lines 47-61, discloses that the value related to the Link ID will 
be associated with the file to be accessed and the requestor of the file) 

With respect to claim 33, Eastep teaches: 

The value is a value associated with a location of the requesting 
component within a network. (Column 5 Lines 62-63, discloses that the Link ID is 
associated with the location of the object) 

With respect to claim 34, Eastep teaches: 

The value is a factor in resolving the pathname to the object handle. 

(Column 6 Lines 33-36, discloses that the Link ID is used to access a stored value that 
then will be appended to the pathname to resolve it) 



With respect to claim 35, Eastep teaches: 
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The variable associated with the user context includes a prefix that 
Indicates that the variable is associated with the user context. (Column 6 Lines 1- 
12. discloses that the Link ID is associated with a stored value related to the stored file) 

With respect to claim 36, Eastep teaches: 

The modified pathname has the variable associated with the user context 
replaced by the value. (Column 6 Lines 33-36, discloses that the value related to the 
Link ID will be appended to the pathname) 

With respect to claim 37, Eastep teaches: 

The data store component includes a plurality of mappings, wherein each 
mapping is associated with a user, wherein at least one of the mappings is 
different than the other mappings to implicate a different object than the other 
mappings. (Column 3 Lines 44-57, discloses that each Link ID will be associated to a 
unique value stored in the directory table) 

Response to Arguments 

Claim Rejections 35 USC 101 
With respect to the 35 USC 101 rejections, because of the cancellation of the 
previous claims, the rejections directed to 35 USC 101 have been withdrawn. However, 
the new-presented claims are still rejected under 35 USC 101 as detailed above. 
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Claim Rejections 35 USC 102 
With respect to tine 35 USC 102 rejections, because of the cancellation of the 
claims the grounds of rejection are moot. However the new-presented claims have been 
addressed under new grounds of 35 USC 102 rejections. 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a), 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Mariela D. Reyes whose telephone number is (571) 
270-1006. The examiner can normally be reached on M - F 7:30- 5:00 East time. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Cottingham can be reached on (571) 272-7079. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 



Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



273-8300. 
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